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attack and which formed the basis of the policy of the Central Empires. 
Equally significant is the anxiety of Italy to effect a rapprochement be- 
tween the Triple Alliance and Great Britain, in view of Italy's Mediter- 
ranean policy, her partial and temporary success, and the increasing ten- 
dency of Italy to forsake her allies after the breach between Germany 
and Great Britain became serious. It is interesting also to note that the 
treaties of the Triple Alliance did not contain definite military stipula- 
tions ; a special military convention between Germany and Italy was 
concluded in 1888, providing for the employment of Italian troops 
against France, and two naval agreements were concluded between the 
three powers of the alliance, the latter (1913) providing for united 
action of the combined naval forces of Germany, Italy, and Austria, 
especially in the Mediterranean. The suspicion that Rumania was defin- 
itely bound to the Triple Alliance is verified, and also the fact that Spain 
was drawn within its orbit during the late eighties. 

Professor Coolidge's American edition, published by the Harvard 
University Press, will evoke the gratitude not merely of the general 
public, which is unwilling to read French and German, but of scholars, 
who would doubtless find it difficult to secure copies of the original 
edition and who would in any case have been embarrassed by the flimsy 
quality of its paper and binding. He has given to us the original texts 
of the treaties, with the translations most conveniently arranged upon 
the opposite page. As the matter included is thereby almost doubled, 
the translation of the narrative of the negotiations has been reserved for 
a second volume; but Dr. Pribram's introduction, summarizing his chief 
conclusions, has been inserted immediately before the texts of the 
treaties. The translation of the introduction is felicitous and effective, 
and the reviewer has been unable to detect errors either in this or in 
the translation of the texts. In view of the speed with which it has been 
completed and the importance of the subject-matter, the preparation and 
publication of Professor Coolidge's edition may be regarded as a tour de 
force deserving the warmest praise. 

Charles Seymour. 

Der Weltkrieg. Von Karl Helfferich. Band I. Die Vorge- 
schichte des Weltkrieges. Band II. Vom Kriegsausbruch bis 
zum uneingeschrdnkten U-Bootkrieg. Band III. Vom Eingrei- 
fen Amerikas bis sum Zusammenbruch. (Berlin: Ullstein und 
Co. 1919. Pp. 230; 430; 658. M. 60.) 

In a preface remarkable for its high professions of entire good faith, 
and of the writer's desire to contribute to the re-establishment of en- 
durable international relations, Dr. Helfferich promises the readers the 
truth and nothing but the truth. 

As a trained scholar who since 1901 had been officially in touch with 
German colonial and financial policy and who during the war had been 
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in charge of two cabinet portfolios and the vice-chancellorship, he pos- 
sessed particular qualifications for his task. 

The three volumes are therefore disappointing. He does, to be sure, 
give us certain new and occasionally striking information. His story 
of the Bagdad railway project from the inside, his account of the con- 
ferences with English financiers regarding the disposition of the Portu- 
guese African colonies, and the concrete German peace terms sent to 
Bernstorff " for President Wilson's private information " at the request 
of Colonel House on January 28, 1917, are in this regard among the 
most important. But for the historian the value of Dr. Helfferich's 
work will lie in such incidentals and in the picture which it gives of the 
state of mind in German governmental circles at various periods of the 
war. He generally fails to cite documents textually, and foot-notes, rare 
in the first volume, are almost entirely wanting in volumes II. and III. 
Instead of giving us the truth of history, Dr. Helfferich is much 
more concerned with inculcating in the German mind certain political 
" truths ". Briefly summarized, they are as follows : The greatness and 
prosperity of Germany were due to the house of Hohenzollern and her 
former system of government. Only with some such concentration of 
her strength could she have prospered or can she recover. This govern- 
ment was not aggressive and sought the continuance of peace before 
the war and the return of peace during the war. The great and fatal 
mistake of a large section of the German people has been in allowing 
themselves to be deluded into the belief that the long continuance of 
the war was the result of the designs of the German government, when 
as a matter of fact it was made necessary by the will of the Entente to 
destroy Germany. In order to maintain these theses he holds that the 
war was forced upon a peace-loving Germany and quotes his pamphlet 
of 1915, Die Entstehung des Weltkricgcs, as still authoritative, in which 
" Russia is adjudged the incendiary, France and England the fellow 
criminals ". To make this clearer he explains that the Triple Alliance 
was pacific in purpose, an insurance company, Versicherungsgesellschaft, 
while the Entente was aggressive, a development or acquiring company, 
Erwerbsgesellschaft. 

Germany lost the war and started on the road to disaster when the 
Reichstag began to demand changes in the German governmental sys- 
tem. This broke down the truce of parties, the Burgfriede. The fatal 
phrase N euorientierung (which meant only constitutional reforms) Dr. 
Helfferich began to hear with apprehension early in 1915. As this de- 
mand increased it undermined that confidence in the Kaiser and the 
government indispensable to the conduct of a successful war. This con- 
fidence had been the source of Germany's strength, and the attacks upon 
the government opened the way for irresponsible party politicians of 
whom Erzberger was the most selfish, the most dishonest, and the most 
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unpatriotic. The final collapse was caused not by any mistakes of Ger- 
many's foreign or military policy but by internal dissensions. 

Just as he holds that Germany had been forced into a war of defense, 
so too he assures us that she would have been willing to end the war at 
any stage without profit to herself. "At any time under any chancel- 
lor ", Germany would have been willing to conclude peace on the status 
quo ante basis. He admits that it might have been difficult to do this, 
but assures us that it would have been done. 

Although the thirteen hundred pages give us from Dr. Helfferich's 
standpoint a well-organized presentation of the causes and vicissitudes 
of the war, containing much interesting material, the selection and 
presentation is determined by his theses. To discuss these after all that 
has been said and written would be to thresh straw, and it may safely be 
considered as a fairly ingenious and occasionally disingenuous Tendens- 
schrift. Germany's foreign and war policy is nowhere subjected to any 
severe critique, and where facts do not accord with theses they are con- 
sistently omitted. On the immediate causes of the war, instead of citing 
the correspondence with Austria, since published by Kautsky, he re- 
affirms Germany's desire for peace, her obligations to her ally, and to 
prove her entire innocence of aggressive intent resorts to indirect argu- 
ment. If Germany and Austria had planned to make war, he assures us, 
they would have consulted their ally Italy, and as they did not do so 
they must be absolved of guilt. Unfortunately the minutes of the Vienna 
crown council meeting of July 7, 1914, show that Count Berchtold in 
opening the session announced that he agreed with Kaiser Wilhelm and 
von Bethmann-Hollweg in believing that it would be wiser to " act " 
first and take up the question of " compensations " with Italy and Ru- 
mania later. This decision of the German Kaiser and chancellor had 
presumably been reached on July 5 in the Potsdam conference, a con- 
ference which Dr. Helfferich assures us had never taken place, though 
its personnel has since been given us by von Tirpitz. 

Dr. Helfferich seems to have been actuated by the desire not only of 
justifying Germany's "military masters" but also of rehabilitating him- 
self in public esteem. For this reason he slights or entirely omits those 
phases of Germany's war policy which must now be considered to have 
been mistakes, such as the treatment of conquered territory, the deporta- 
tions, and the Zimmermann note, though the decisions which brought 
them about were reached while he was a member of the cabinet. 

In one case this is particularly striking. He tries to justify his policy 
of not levying war taxes in 191 5 by a long discussion of the financial 
principles involved. He tells us that his disapproval of such taxes was 
based entirely on the economic situation, the difficulty of making levies 
on dislocated German industry, and the small amounts that could have 
been raised in any case. 

The real reason for Dr. Helfferich's failure to burden the public with 
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war taxes was quite different. It was not based on economic considera- 
tions but on Germany's war aims, which at that time included a war 
indemnity. Nowhere in the three volumes have we any inkling of this, 
and it is everywhere denied by implication. Yet in presenting his budget 
to the Reichstag on March 10, 191 5, Dr. Helfferich explained proudly 
and frankly that taxation was unnecessary since " this war is not being 
waged for the present but above all for the future and because we hold 
fast to the hope that we shall at the conclusion of peace be able to pre- 
sent to our enemies the bill for the war that has been forced upon us " 
{An das Deutsche Volk : die Reichstag 'sreden des Kanslers und des 
Schatssekretars, Berlin, Carl Heymanns, p. 63). 

Such seemingly deliberate suppression of the truth and of his own 
previously recorded opinions tends to make us feel that Dr. Helfferich's 
history is not merely prejudiced but that its author is lacking in that 
intellectual probity which must ever be the first quality of the historian. 

Christian Gauss. 

Erinnerungen. Von Alfred von Tirpitz. (Leipzig: K. F. Koeh- 

ler. 19 19. Pp. xii, 526. ) J 

The desire on the part of former leaders of German opinion to report 
themselves and their causes aright is responsible for a number of recent 
volumes which vary in sincerity and reliability. In the case of Tirpitz's 
Erinnerungen the conclusion forces itself upon us that, though probably 
sincere, they are hardly reliable and as history are valuable only on inci- 
dental matters. This statement must, however, be modified with regard 
to the earlier section, dealing with the period from 1866 to about 1905, 
for the story of Tirpitz is largely the story of the German navy. No 
one understood it more thoroughly or was more responsible for its later 
development than he. He was a close student of naval affairs, and until 
questions of controversy begin to bulk large, he is an interesting and 
fairly trustworthy guide on German naval policy. 

A thorough believer in the Prussian tradition, he understood only 
the policy of bluff and force. His work is an astonishing mixture of 
arrogance and childish petulance. He writes in an attitude of impeni- 
tentia ultima and retires from the stage shaking his fist at "perfidious 
Albion", which once having been a friend, then out of envy, after 1896", 
became an implacable enemy, and having cunningly stimulated France's 
desire for revenge and Russia's jealousy, finally succeeded in setting 
the world against peaceful Germany. 

Aside from his hatred of England, Tirpitz's master-passion at present 
is the desire to justify himself. This results in an odd distribution of 
space and in some rather striking omissions in his correspondence. Al- 
though 188 of his large pages deal with the war, only twenty-six are 

1 An English translation, under the title My Memoirs, has been published by 
Dodd, Mead, and Company. 



